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After the Theology 


V This is t what th$ Church is sqjd, to waul, not t party nun, bu ’nubuu 
temperate, sober, well-judging persons to guide n through the r« •.!*«?? of 
no-meaning, between the Scylla and Charybdis of Aye and Vo” 

Newman: History of My Religious Opinions j>om i >39 ft 641. 


EITHER Mr Gaitskell’s original intention to abo! 
j^K| Labour’s constitution, nor Wednesday's “ ompror 
. , jetaip it s whilp explaining that it does not mean wh 
the policy of any next Labour government by a tittle. But t 
comedy is bound to heighten discussion about whether there 
Labour government at all. An increasing number of < 
observers, at home and even more abroad, are now inclined i 
tiat th| sjsids, are uijder British socialism fpr pur jt^me, lij 
miftibti 5r so middle of the road voters who decide British elec 
Labour’s. policies are many years out of dat 
tpjLaJ^uf ijs ; ; that the party is regarded by the j 

ferocious (if sometimes . thwarted) nationalisers ; that its t 
etions are gradually making it impossible for its leai 
<mi coherent-, policies ; and (though by all experience tb 
unlikely) that die party may soon begin to break up i 
In a week when Labour leaders have admittedly shown 
capacity for political suicide in the vividest relief, it is wc 
propoSuioini fo 5 see how' far they bear any relation to facts 
. i c a’he Jrst. three of them almost, certainly exaggerate La 
kwpygjjrs a g 0 this week, when, the Torrington by eiectior 
was the Tories who were in the mire ; if a general eiectii 
that time, a Labour government would have been retume 
plbfeably over 150 in the blouse. The policies proffered 
today are. not noticeably more old-fashioned or irrelet ant that 
government that would have been elected then ; the main thi 
muhe-mef^^eis ggUjte 7.? r^ have grown mom popula 
rarriea from recession to boom. Again, class loyalty to Labo 
£rt>#tlfa diminishing asset, but its death from natural cause 
lingering than speedy ; the residual feeling that the “ j 
workers ” means that Labour would require heavier blows to 
©tit of its position as second party in the state than the Liber; 
and thirties. The prevalence in the public min i of th- 
riatibnalisation has been overestimated by both Mr Gaitskel 
Directors ;*the* public fenew long before Mr Gaitskell’s (. 
i temestly began to explain it to them that his party are not v 
but hypocrites. 

' lit is the other two disabilities of the Labour party 
worrying. They do hold out some threat of a pro- ess of t 
btfuief laddie, the country with a long period of weak an 
during a generation of Tory rule. The first of these danj 
of compromise and internally diplomatic doubletaik is be 
& rfWPW 1 tha| it may soon no longer pro vi 

kBle arid intelligent men can see any real hope of working’ 
ideas. Labour politics are becoming the art of impossible 


•39 ti 

sh C 
rise ” 

.1 it s r 
■e late 
will e 
xperi ; 
■0 assi 
is sai : 
ions 1 t 
; th. 1 
ublic 
;terna 
ers t« 
s wo . 
itO » S 

theii 
rth c : . 

xmrs 
was 
n ha; 

:i witl 
>v the 
thos 

Ig the 
- as tl ; 
ir is 1 ' 
: is m > 
arty 
mock 
is did 
bog 
and 
lause s 
holes; i 

hat a 
Llf-Stl i 
1 divi 
ers if 
romir r 
ie a L 
>ut nt ■ 
/erba 


Four of 
*r?ement to 
wili affect 
a :t of tragi- 
r &e another 
e j political 
t .r hope?) 
hat the two 
; immutably 
class loyalty 
1 body of 
quarrels and 
£.•> to work 
seem very 
rate pieces, 
iinming-like 
; lining these 

Ught. Only 
progress, it 
re i held at 
1 majority of 
Aioour party 
f ±e Labour 
a . happened 
economy has 
lie nature of 
: likely to be 
nds for the 
permanently 
i me twenties 
wholesale 
: Institute of 
our speeches 
uaionalisers 


' icn more 
gulation that 
d opposition 
1 ft the habit 
so ingrained 
an it 1 which 
and relevant 
); ! rrrionism. 




S 1 


Approved For Release 2003/06/26 : CIA-RDP80B01676R003700070101-5 





FP^a^§ry03/06^^TI-REiF#0§bl 676R0037000701 01 


-5 


k-i- 


4 


f 


10Ji0 j 

Mr Gaitskell’s experience with his own ne w testament, which 
he started to write as a brave and thoughtful challenge for a 
new world, is the present case in point. 

Eleven of the twelve points that he origtnally submitted to 
the executive on Wednesday were express ons of high flown 
sentiments with which almost everybody could agree, chiefly 
because most of them have no relevance to possible state 
action ; nobody is going to vote against “ the brotherhood of 
man,” but no government decree is going to bring it about 
either. Even the parts of these eleven points that do pretend to 
affect future state policy would he accepted by most people, 
though the advantage of writing them into a party constitution 
is obscure. But the immediate attention of the country is 
inevitably being concentrated on the twelfth point— on the 
new testament’s wording about nationalisation. As the clause 
has finally been amended by the executive, Mr Gaitskell has 
been constrained to say that he : 
is convinced that all these social and economic objectives 
can be achieved only through the extension of common owner- 
ship substantial enotigh to give the community power over the 
commanding heights of the economy, including State-owned 
industries and firms, Producer and Consumer Co-operation, 
Municipal Ownership, and public participation in private con- 
cerns. In recognising that both public and private enterprise 
have a place in the economy, JLabour] believes that further 
extensions of common ownership should t; decided from time 
to time in the light of these objectives. . . . 

If Mr Gaitskell really believed enthusiastically that a “ sub- 
stantial ” dose of all these dog-biscuity dot rines was the only 
way to achieve his social and economic objectives, there would 
be room for interesting debate with hirr. But everybody 
knows that he does not believe this ; he believes wearily that 
•prodaimmg them is the only way of apprising his militants. 
And this must raise the question of how long this intelligent 
man, and the intelligent coterie around him. can hear to put 
up with the intellectual indignities of their present position— 
however pleased he may temporarily feel that he achieved a 
“ compromise ” on Wednesday. 


T he second main danger before the Ltbour party is that 
men may be increasingly driven away from it because 
they feel as great a derision for its bitter battle of personalities 
as they do for the vacuum in its policies. Ir a sense, of course, 
a real split in the party now might be its quickest and healthiest 
way back to power. If Mr Foot, Mr Mikirdo and the other 
genuine fundamentalists were in fact to hive themselves off 
into a separate organisation, they would get as tiny a vote 
from the British public in election fights agtinst official Labour 
candidates as Mr Zflliacus and his suppor ers did when they 
were hived off as "independent socialists” in 1950. But 
the last few months have shown that Mi Gaitskell’s senior 
colleagues will not help him to draw a cleat and comrnonsense 
line of policy that would deliberately compel a small band 
of fundamentalist zealots to trim themselves off unheeded in 
this way ; instead they have nearly all ’>een angling their 
speeches (as on Wednesday they angled their votes) to attract 
as much approval as possible from the zealots, while not quite 
obliging Mr Gaitskell himself to resign. The reason is th.a 
the Labour High Cbmmand, having been starved of 
ibental sesjponsibility for nine years, has ceased to 
executive body that is at all interested in putting any particular 
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policy- into effect ; it has become much more like some 
mediaeval royal court, in which a small band of favourites, a 
rather arger band of potential rebels, and a clique of trade 
anion barons are largely intent upon a personal struggle for 
[tower, while publicly protesting that they are doing no such 
thing. 

Is this struggle bound to go on, until the party has torn 
itself tr pieces ? There is one thing that could very quickly 
stop it. The source of Mr GaitskelTs control over bis party 
and nq«>st of its policy during the last Parliament was that 
he wa$j regarded as a prospective source of patronage ; he Was 
believed to be a probable future Prime Minister, who would 
one day have ministerial offices to hand out. The mam source 
of his difficulties today is that he is no longer really regarded 
.n this, light, because many of his immediate lieutenants have 
caught from the professional commentators the disease ol : 
excess pessimism about their prospects. The first bj elections 
of thi$ Parliament were taking place on Thursday, and the 
results" will be known by the time this issue of The Economist 
is in readers’ hands ; as we write it is impossible tc forecast 
whether the divisions in the party will have much effect upon 
the voting, but it is easy to guess the effect that the voting will 
have ©n the divisions in the party. If the tide <>t public 
opinior. proves to have turned mysteriously back to Labour, 
because Satisfaction with the Tories has fallen off, then most 
of the present factionalism and inspired anti-Gaitskellkm in 
the Labour party will magically disappear. But if the tide 
of opinion is still running the other way, if Brighouse has 
gone securely Tory and if the Liberal alternative to Labour 
has made Striking headway at. West Harrow, then the process 
of demoralisation in and about the Labour party is very likely 
J indeed to acquire a new and dangerous momentum of 
its own. 


N OBODY can tell what would happen then. The real trouble 
Bith Labour today is not the obstinately anachronistic 
principles of some of its minor zealots, but the spineless expedi- 
ency— j-the words are not harsh enough — of some of its leading 
men. They have now willingly made their leader and their 
party ?. laughing stock rather than risk losing any of their 
personal intra-party prestige or risk facing a row at their 
annual union conferences. Of course, it is part of I.:; hour's 
credo that men can be changed. One day, any true socialist 
must believe, the present Labour High Command might 
suddenly and magically become a community “recognising 
that . 1 . anarchy and the struggle for power . must lead to 
universal destruction,” determined that everybody's “ effort, 
skill and creative energy be contributed to the common good,” 
rejecting “ selfish, acquisitive canons,” standing for a society 
‘ with natural, friendly relations between the individuals who 
compile it, uninhibited by . . false values,” resolved to 

“ resist all forms of collective intolerance and prejudice.” 
“ sub® dinating all concentration of power to thcJpTcrcsts of 
the community as a whole.” TV 

These are all ideals that Mr Gaitsfe^lI^V 1 ms original dr ift 
of a ilcw constitution, said J&ah^e sought to see suffused 
RhroMjffitfiftLa Labdli Wgaim** This winter's sad story of 
Ynftttpellmj blocked reform suggests that he hail better Con- 
T centme on seeing them suffused through Labour’s national 
executive room instead. 
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